Reviews.
[Oct.
siology on the one hand, and of chemistry and physics on the other.
From the latter we learn the nature of those causes which pervert healthy functions ; from the former, the mode of their operation.
It must be acknowledged, that although the applications of science to the art of prevention seem to he more direct and more simple than to the art of cure, hygiene is more empirical, that is to say, less under the control of science, than practical medicine; and this is a natural consequence of the fact that the impulse which hygiene has received during the last twenty years has been communicated to it entirely by the energy and zeal of practical men, and that it owes its present position not to the advance of scientific knowledge, but to the development of social life, and particularly of the social life of great towns.
As therefore science has had so little to do in the recent revival and progress of hygiene, it is not to be wondered that she is often unduly excluded in the discussion of sanitary questions, or that she is sometimes unprepared to solve them when submitted to her.
In so far as hygiene is in this position it must be stationary, for an art can only progress by being brought under the dominion of knowledge. In It is our purpose to show the application of this criticism to a subject which more than any other in the range of hygiene has hitherto been withdrawn from it, by bringing together all those results of scientific investigation during the last few years which bear upon it* and examining in their light the principles which have hitherto guided us.
The public, led by the medical profession, has accepted, as established, doctrines relating to the production of diseases, which although not proved to be erroneous, have no certain foundation; such, particularly, as that which attributes the origin of specific morbid poisons to putrescence. To 
